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of all shipments of the subject
merchandise from the producers/
exporters under review entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the date of
publication of the final results of this
administrative review.

Because the URAA replaced the
general rule in favor of a country-wide
rate with a general rule in favor of
individual rates for investigated and
reviewed companies, the procedures for
establishing countervailing duty rates,
including those for non-reviewed
companies, are now essentially the same
as those in antidumping cases, except as
provided for in section 777A(e)(2)(B) of
the Act. The requested reviews will
normally cover only those companies
specifically named. See 19 CFR
351.213(b). Pursuant to 19 CFR
351.212(c), for all companies for which
a review was not requested, duties must
be assessed at the cash deposit rate, and
cash deposits must continue to be
collected, at the rate previously ordered.

As such, the countervailing duty cash
deposit rate applicable to a company
can no longer change, except pursuant
to a request for a review of that
company. See, Federal-Mogul
Corporation and The Torrington
Company v. United States, 822 F.Supp.
782 (CIT 1993) and Floral Trade Council
v. United States, 822 F.Supp. 766 (CIT
1993) (interpreting 19 CFR 353.22(e),
the antidumping regulation on
automatic assessment, which is
identical to 19 CFR 355.22(g), the
predecessor to 19 CFR 351.212(c)).
Therefore, the cash deposit rates for all
companies except those covered by this
review will be unchanged by the results
of these reviews.

We will instruct Customs to continue
to collect cash deposits for non-
reviewed companies, except Barilla G. e
R. F.lli S.p.A. (‘‘Barilla’’) and Gruppo
Agricoltura Sana S.r.L. (‘‘Gruppo’’)
(which were excluded from the order
during the investigation), at the most
recent company-specific or country-

wide rate applicable to the company.
Accordingly, the cash deposit rates that
will be applied to non-reviewed
companies covered by this order are
those established in the Notice of
Countervailing Duty Order and
Amended Final Affirmative
Countervailing Duty Determination:
Certain Pasta (‘‘Pasta’’) from Italy (61
FR 38544, July 24, 1996), the most
recently published countervailing duty
rates for companies not reviewed in this
administrative review. These rates shall
apply to all non-reviewed companies
until a review of a company assigned
these rates is requested. In addition, for
the periods from October 17, 1995,
through February 13, 1996, and from
July 24, 1996, through December 31,
1996, the assessment rates applicable to
all non-reviewed companies covered by
these orders are the cash deposit rates
in effect at the time of entry, except for
Barilla and Gruppo (which were
excluded from the order during the
original investigation).

Company

Ad valorem rate

10/17/95 to
12/31/95

01/01/96 to
02/13/96 and
07/24/96 to

12/31/96

Delverde, S.r.l .......................................................................................................................................................... 5.09 4.66
La Molisana Alimentari S.p.A ................................................................................................................................... 3.44 2.67
Tamma Industrie Alimentari di Capitanata .............................................................................................................. 5.09 4.66
Petrini ....................................................................................................................................................................... 2.27 0.00
Audisio ...................................................................................................................................................................... 7.78 0.00

Public Comment

Parties to this proceeding may request
disclosure of the calculation
methodology and interested parties may
request a hearing not later than 30 days
after the date of publication of this
notice. Interested parties may submit
written arguments in case briefs on
these preliminary results within 30 days
of the date of publication. Rebuttal
briefs, limited to arguments raised in
case briefs, may be submitted five days
after the time limit for filing the case
brief. Parties who submit an argument
in this proceeding are requested to
submit with the argument (1) a
statement of the issue, and (2) a brief
summary of the argument. Any hearing,
if requested, will be held two days after
the scheduled date for submission of
rebuttal briefs. Copies of case briefs and
rebuttal briefs must be served on
interested parties in accordance with 19
CFR 351.303(f).

Representatives of parties to the
proceeding may request disclosure of
proprietary information under
administrative protective order no later

than 10 days after the representative’s
client or employer becomes a party to
the proceeding, but in no event later
than the date the case briefs, under 19
CFR 351.309(c)(ii), are due.

The Department will publish the final
results of this administrative review,
including the results of its analysis of
issues raised in any case or rebuttal
briefs or at a hearing.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)).

Dated: April 2, 1998.

Joseph A. Spetrini,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 98–9434 Filed 4–8–98; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(‘‘the Department’’) is extending the
time limit for the final results of the
thirteenth administrative review of the
agreement suspending the
countervailing duty investigation of
certain refrigeration compressors from
the Republic of Singapore. This review
covers the period April 1, 1995 through
March 31, 1996.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 9, 1998.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert Bolling or Rick Johnson, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230;
telephone: (202) 482–3434 or 482–0165,
respectively.

Applicable Statute and Regulations
Unless otherwise indicated, all

citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (‘‘the Act’’), are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Act by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (‘‘URAA’’). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department’s regulations are to
the regulations set forth at 19 CFR part
355 (April 1997).

Postponement of Final Results
Under the Act, the Department may

extend the deadline for completion of
an administrative review if it
determines that it is not practicable to
complete the review within the
statutory time limit of 365 days. On
December 9, 1997, the Department of
Commerce published in the Federal
Register (62 FR 64806) the preliminary
results of its administrative review of
the agreement suspending the
countervailing duty investigation on
certain refrigeration compressors from
the Republic of Singapore. Because of
the complexity of certain issues in this
case, it is not practicable to complete
this review within the time limits
mandated by section 751 (a)(3)(A) of the
Act. Therefore, the Department is
extending the time limit for completion
of the aforementioned review to June 8,
1998.

This extension of time limits is in
accordance with section 751 (a)(3)(A) of
the Act.

Dated: April 3, 1998.
Joseph A. Spetrini,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 98–9433 Filed 4–8–98; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of initiation of process to
revoke export trade certificate of review
no. 88–00011.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of Commerce
issued an export trade certificate of

review to Abdullah Diversified
Marketing, Inc. Because this certificate
holder has failed to file an annual report
as required by law, the Department is
initiating proceedings to revoke the
certificate. This notice summarizes the
notification letter sent to Abdullah
Diversified Marketing, Inc.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Morton Schnabel, Acting Director,
Office of Export Trading Company
Affairs, International Trade
Administration, (202) 482–5131. This is
not a toll-free number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title III of
the Export Trading Company Act of
1982 (‘‘the Act’’) (15 U.S.C. 4011–21)
authorizes the Secretary of Commerce to
issue export trade certificates of review.
The regulations implementing Title III
(‘‘the Regulations’’) are found at 15 CFR
part 325. Pursuant to this authority, a
certificate of review was issued on
October 19, 1988 to Abdullah
Diversified Marketing, Inc.

A certificate holder is required by law
(Section 308 of the Act, 15 U.S.C. 4018)
to submit to the Department of
Commerce annual reports that update
financial and other information relating
to business activities covered by its
certificate. The annual report is due
within 45 days after the anniversary
date of the issuance of the certificate of
review (Sections 325.14(a) and (b) of the
Regulations). Failure to submit a
complete annual report may be the basis
for revocation. (Sections 325.10(a) and
325.14(c) of the Regulations).

The Department of Commerce sent to
Abdullah Diversified Marketing, Inc. on
October 9, 1997, a letter containing
annual report questions with a reminder
that its annual report was due on
December 3, 1997. Additional reminders
were sent on December 16, 1997, and on
January 8, 1998. The Department has
received no written response to any of
these letters.

On April 6, 1998, and in accordance
with Section 325.10(c)(1) of the
Regulations, a letter was sent by
certified mail to notify Abdullah
Diversified Marketing, Inc. that the
Department was formally initiating the
process to revoke its certificate. The
letter stated that this action is being
taken because of the certificate holder’s
failure to file an annual report.

In accordance with Section
325.10(c)(2) of the Regulations, each
certificate holder has thirty days from
the day after its receipt of the
notification letter in which to respond.
The certificate holder is deemed to have
received this letter as of the date on
which this notice is published in the
Federal Register. For good cause shown,

the Department of Commerce can, at its
discretion, grant a thirty-day extension
for a response.

If the certificate holder decides to
respond, it must specifically address the
Department’s statement in the
notification letter that it has failed to file
an annual report. It should state in
detail why the facts, conduct, or
circumstances described in the
notification letter are not true, or if they
are, why they do not warrant revoking
the certificate. If the certificate holder
does not respond within the specified
period, it will be considered an
admission of the statements contained
in the notification letter (Section
325.10(c)(2) of the Regulations).

If the answer demonstrates that the
material facts are in dispute, the
Department of Commerce and the
Department of Justice shall, upon
request, meet informally with the
certificate holder. Either Department
may require the certificate holder to
provide the documents or information
that are necessary to support its
contentions (Section 325.10(c)(3) of the
Regulations).

The Department shall publish a notice
in the Federal Register of the revocation
or modification or a decision not to
revoke or modify (Section 325.10(c)(4)
of the Regulations). If there is a
determination to revoke a certificate,
any person aggrieved by such final
decision may appeal to an appropriate
U.S. district court within 30 days from
the date on which the Department’s
final determination is published in the
Federal Register (Sections 325.10(c)(4)
and 325.11 of the Regulations).

Dated: April 6, 1998.
Morton Schnabel,
Acting Director, Office of Export Trading
Company Affairs.
[FR Doc. 98–9418 Filed 4–8–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DR–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

National Weather Service
Modernization and Associated
Restructuring

AGENCY: National Weather Service
(NWS), NOAA, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice and opportunity for
public comment.

SUMMARY: The NWS is publishing
proposed certifications for the
consolidation, automation, and closure
of the—
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